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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . Applicant's claim for the benefit of a prior-filed application under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(e) 
or under 35 U.S.C. 120, 121, or 365(c) is acknowledged. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 8/23/2004 have been 
considered and made of record by the examiner. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a) because they fail to show 
Step 1 , Step 2, and step 3 smart DSL concept for LDSL as described in the 
specification. Any structural detail that is essential for a proper understanding of the 
disclosed invention should be shown in the drawing. MPEP § 608.02(d). Corrected 
drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the 
sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an 
amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be 
canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and 
where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes 
made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. 
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Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the 
remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application 
must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

4. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the method for 
implementing DSL for LDSL, as claimed in claims 1-9 must be shown or the feature(s) 
canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement- 
drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version 
of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an 
amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be 
canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and 
where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes 
made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. 
Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the 
remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application 
must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
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pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

5. The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to 
determine the presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is 
requested in correcting any errors of which applicant may become aware in the 
specification. 

6. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. It is suggested the title to 
include phrase "LDSL", as it has already being used in abstract and the specification. 

7. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it does not inc656lude any 
language about upstream masks. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

8. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

The specification includes numerous abbreviations with improper format. This includes, 
but not limited to, SHDSL, AMI, SBC, and FDD of par. 8, 13, and 16. It is suggested to 
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use the long phrase equivalent, following with the abbreviation in the parentheses, for 
first incident of each abbreviation. 



Claim Objections 

9. Claims 1 and 3 are objected to because of the following informalities: It is 
suggested to replace "DSL", "LDSL" in claim 1 and FDD in claim 3, with the long phrase 
equivalent, following with the abbreviation in the parentheses. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112, second paragraph 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

10. Claim 1 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being incomplete 
for omitting essential elements, such omission amounting to a gap between the 
elements. See MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted elements are: "the optimized candidate 
system". 

Claim 2-19 is rejected due to its dependency to rejected claim 1. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States onjy if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

11. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Darveau 
(US 6,760,383). 

Regarding claim 1, Darveau discloses a method for implementing smart DSL (both 
Asynchronous and synchronous DSL recited as ADSL and SDSL in col. 2: line 32-35) for 
LDSL systems (last 3 lines of Abstract), the method comprising: defining a candidate 
system to be implemented by an LDSL system (Fig. 5); optimizing criteria associated 
with the candidate system (improved transmission distance shown in Fig. 4; col. 4: last 
paragraph); and selecting a candidate system to implement in an LDSL system (Figs. 7- 
9; col. 7: line 28 to col. 8: line 49) 

Regarding claim 2, Darveau discloses as stated in rejection of claim 1 above. 
Furthermore, Darveau discloses that defining a candidate system further comprises: 
determining features of upstream transmission (DUT-R to DUT-C in Figs. 7-9). 
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Regarding claim 3, Darveau discloses as stated in rejection of claim 1 above. 
Furthermore, Darveau discloses that determining features of upstream transmission 
further comprises: determining one or more of: cut-off frequencies, side lobe shapes, 
overlap, partial overlap or FDD characteristics (FDD in Fig. 4.; DUT-R to DUT-C along 
with DUT-C to DUT-R in Figs. 7-9). 

Regarding claim 4, Darveau discloses as stated in rejection of claim 1 above. 
Furthermore, Darveau discloses that defining a candidate system further comprises: 
determining features of downstream transmission (DUT-C to DUT-R in Figs. 7-9). 

Regarding claim 5, Darveau discloses as stated in rejection of claim 1 above. 
Furthermore, Darveau discloses that determining features of downstream transmission 
further comprises: determining one or more of: cut-off frequencies, side lobe shapes, 
overlap, partial overlap or FDD characteristics (FDD in Fig. 4.; DUT-R to DUT-C along 
with DUT-C to DUT-R in Figs. 7-9). . 

Regarding claim 6, Darveau discloses as stated in rejection of claim 1 above. 
Furthermore, Darveau discloses that optimizing criteria associated with the candidate 
system further comprises: optimizing criteria associated with the candidate system to 
fulfill upstream and downstream performance targets, 
(data rate in Figs. 7-9) 
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Regarding claim 7, Darveau discloses as stated in rejection of claim 1 above. 
Furthermore, Darveau discloses that selecting a candidate system to implement in an 
LDSL system further comprises: selecting a spectral mask for use with upstream or 
downstream transmission (Fig. 4; col. 6: lines 28-44). 



Regarding claim 8, Darveau discloses as stated in rejection of claim 1 above. 
Furthermore, Darveau discloses that selecting a candidate system to implement in an 
LDSL system further comprises: selecting a candidate system during modem 
handshake procedures (connection of DTU-C and DTU-R shown in Fig. 5, which result 
in masks shown in Figs. 7-9) . 



Regarding claim 9. Darveau discloses as stated in rejection of claim 1 above. 
Furthermore, Darveau discloses that defining a candidate system to be implemented in 
an LDSL system further comprises defining a number of masks (different masks defined 
in Figs. 7-9). 



Double Patenting 

A rejection based on double patenting of the "same invention" type finds its 
support in the language of 35 U.S.C. 101 which states that "whoever invents or 
discovers any new and useful process ... may obtain a patent therefor ..." (Emphasis 
added). Thus, the term "same invention," in this context, means an invention drawn to 
identical subject matter. See Miller v. Eagle Mfg. Co., 151 U.S. 186 (1894); In re 
Ockert, 245 F.2d 467, 114 USPQ 330 (CCPA 1957); and In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 
USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970). 

A statutory type (35 U.S.C. 101) double patenting rejection can be overcome by 
canceling or amending the conflicting claims so they are no longer coextensive in 
scope. The filing of a terminal disclaimer cannot overcome a double patenting rejection 
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12. Claims 1-8 is provisionally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as claiming the same 
invention as that of claims 1-8 of copending Application No. 10/714661. This is a 
provisional double patenting rejection since the conflicting claims have not in fact been 
patented. 



The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 



1 3. Claim 9 is provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness- type double patenting as being unpatentable over claim 9 of U.S. 
application 10/714661. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not 
patentably distinct from each other because claim 9 of patent application 10/714661 
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contain(s) every element of claim 9 of the instant application and as such anticipate(s) 
claim 9 of the instant application. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

14. Claims 10-16 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 
35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

15. As allowable subject matter has been indicated, applicant's reply must either 
comply with all formal requirements or specifically traverse each requirement not 
complied with. See 37 CFR 1.111 (b) and MPEP § 707.07(a). 

Remarks 

16. No claim is allowed. 



Conclusion 

17. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Barrass (US 2006/0163949). 
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Contact Information 



18. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nader Bolourchi whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8064. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 to 4:30. 

19. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David. C. Payne can be reached on (571) 272-3024. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

20. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at (866) 217-9197 (toll-free). 
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02/14/2003 
Art Unit 261 1 
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